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["he  Office  of  Civil  r*efen?e  ifi  c-.inceptualiicjts  as  a  change  agent  whc5Sc 
goal  is  to  have  specified  target  audiences  adept  new  civil  defense  ideas, 
inrovations,  and  progra?ns.  It  is  assunsed  that  tX"f'  ns  a  change  agent  is 
interested  it;  unuerstanding  and  predicting  how  people  wiii  adopt  new  civil 
defense  ideas.  Thrs  involves  a  clear  and  detailed  understanding  of  the 
factors  related  to  the  acceptance  or  rejection  of  these  new  ideas,  fhe 
change  agent  may  find  insights  about  such  factors  to  be  important  tools  in 
planning,  impiesienting,  and  evaluating  present  and  future  civil  defense 
adoption  piograrasc 


OBJlCTIVti  1;  FRAMEWORK  FOR  mLYSIS 
The  first  objective  of  the  report  wo,,  to  develop  an  analytical  fraae  of 
reference  which  can  oe  used  for  planning,  implementing,  and  evaluating  civil 
defense  programs  which  have  as  their  primary  objective  the  obtaining  of  the 
adoption  of  new  ideas,  innovations,  or  programs  by  individuals  in  specified 
target  audiences.  The  major  concepts  of  *he  frame  of  reference  are  as  follows: 
The  Office  of  Civil  Defense  is  perceived  as  a  change  agent .  As  a  change 
agent  one  of  its  goals  is  to  obtain  joption  of  its  innovations.  By  inno¬ 
vation  is  meant  an  idea,  practice,  or  roduct  perceived  as  new  b)-  chc  indi¬ 
vidual  or  group  for  whom  it  is  intended.  The  civil  defense  innovation  which 
is  of  central  concern  to  this  report  is  the  idea  of  using  public  fallout  shel¬ 
ters  if  there  is  a  nuclear  attack,  .^option  in  this  study  is  defined  as  the 
adoption  of  the  idea  of  using  a  public  fallout  shelter  if  there  is  a  nuclear 
attack.  Thus,  adoption  in  this  study  is  symbolic  adoption,  i  =  e..,  the  adoption 
of  an  idea,  rather  than  behavior  adoption.  Almost  all  previous  adoption  re¬ 


search  studies  have  focused  on  behavior  adoption.  Thus,  the  civil  defense 


tad  i^steption  belai;  stadied  in  titis  report  are  different  from  most 


p^¥imis  adi^loii  studies,  tte  ati 


unit  is  the  individual  or  froi)f  who 


1*1  sadte  rite  decisiraa  to  adopt  on  ienavatioa,  Ttio  adoption  unit  in  this 

is  m  tadtyidLiLa.i  (husband  or  wife)  in  a  farilv  household.  The  sdop- 

is  the  me&tai  process  through  which  an  individual  passes  from 

fceaMag  about  an  innovat.voit  to  its  final  adoption,  Ccneeptuaily,  the 

•dopvien  process  is  usually  referred  to  as  an  adoption  model .  The  adoptio 

prtMjWis  may  be  ctmceftuaiiy  divided  into  five  stages- 

^tr^ess  stase.  At  this  stage  the  individual  is  initially  expc-jed 
^  Innova t W .  "Hie  individual  knows  of  the  innovation  but  lacks 

cos^iei*  infonsatic©  about  it.  The  individual  may  or  may  not  be  moti¬ 
vated  to  seek  additiwval  information  about  the  innovation  at  this  stage, 

.  sta^e.  1h*  individual  becoa»s  interested  in  the  innovation 

»l^  ju^sTSs^S  Informaticm  about  it.  In  this  stage  the  individual  oainl> 
iaoEasmits  his  information  about  the  inncn'ation.  The  individual  is  inter- 
f^d  in  gettifig  both  general  and  more  specific  information  about  the 
i^tiftsic  sixties  of  the  innovation  and  relating  this  information  to 
his  past  <M^riences  and  knowledge.  At  this  stage  he  is  building  up  a 
4stA  base  which  will  help  him  to  decide  whether  or  not  he  wishes  to  be- 
<^?«e  j&ii^ther  involved  with  the  innovation, 

6\ftluation  stage.  The  individual  is  concerned  with  applying  the  inno- 
vati^ '  w  situatic©  at  this  stage.  The  relative  advantages  aiid 

diisedvantafes  of  the  innovation  to  other  alternatives  are  considered. 

The  Individual  makes  a  mental  application  of  the  innovation  to  his 
present  uuJ  &ti\re  situation  ai^  makes  the  decisicn  either  to  try  it 
ox  not.  He  is  ctmeemed  with  determining  if  adoption  of  this  innovation 
will  help  him  to  mximize  his  goals  to  a  greater  degree  than  will  any  of 
the  otJwsr  alternatives  idiich  are  perceived  to  be  available  to  him. 


stage.  At  this  stage  the  individual  is  motivated  to  use  the 
ihhovatl^'  oil  a  maall  scale  in  order  to  determine  its  utility  in  his 
own  situation.  When  possible,  most  potential  adopters  use  an  inno¬ 
vation  on  a  small  experimental  scale  to  test  its  applicability  and 
coe^tability  to  their  situations. 


^  individual  adopts  and  decides  to  continue  the 
iSirTtse  oIcKe  innovation,  At  this  stage  and  point  in  tia»  the 
indivi^wi  i$  satisfied  that  the  course  of  action  being  pursued  is 
best  xoT  him. 

peti<^  is  the  time  required  for  an  individual  to  pass  through 
the  adoption  process  from  awareness  to  adoption.  The  rate  of  a<toption  is  the 


rglatave  speed  ijith  which  am  innovation  is  adopted  by  adoption  units  in  the 


target  audience.  One  of  the  goals  of  the  change  agent  Is  to  increase  the  rat# 
of  adoption  o£  his  imwavation.  Csie  way  to  attempt  this  is  to  shorten  the  adop- 
tion  period,  iour  categories  of  factors  whose  relationship  to  adoption  nave 
been  stiidied  are;  cieaographic *  knowiedge,  attitude,  arid  sources  of  infortas- 
tion,  Knowledge  of  those  four  factors  r^ay  be  used  by  a  change  agent  to  effec¬ 
tively  and  efficiently  shorten  the  adoption  peric.-i  and  increase  trie  rate  of 
adtoption  of  his  innovation. 

OBJt-CTIVh  2;  ADOPTION  01  PUBLIC  FALLOUT  SHELTERS 

The  second  objective  of  the  report  was  to  determine  the  extent  to  which 
a  san^Jle  of  people  has  adopted  the  idea  of  using  public  fallout  shelters  if 
there  is  a  nuclear  attack.  This  innovation  was  selected  for  study  because 
on*  of  the  major  goals  of  civil  defense  during  the  past  three  years  has  been 
to  develop  a  fallout  shelter  capability  for  all  the  people  in  the  United  States. 
The  major  activity  to  accomplish  this  goal  has  been  the  National  Fallout  Siielter 
Survey,  Marking  and  Stocking  Pregraa.  This  program  was  designed  to  locate, 
mark,  and  stock  existing  facilities  which  would  be  used  as  public  fallout 
shelters  if  needed.  Logically  flowing  from  these  activities  is  the  desire  to 
have  people  make  plans  to  use  the  shelters  if  there  is  a  nuclear  attack. 

The  five  stage  adoption  process  (awareness,  information,  evaluation, 
trial  and  adoption)  was  used  cs  the  basis  for  developing  a  series  of  questions 
which  could  be  used  to  determine  an  individual  or  family's  stage  in  the  adoption 
of  the  idea  of  using  public  fallout  shelters  if  there  is  a  nuclear  attack. 

research  population  and  sacyle 

The  city  of  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  was  selected  as  a  coaiaunity  in  which  to 
measure  the  public's  adoption  of  the  idea  of  using  public  fallout  shelters. 


4 


Ctely  aijtbaRd  and  wi£'f  households  were  salectad  for  study,  Tnus  the  atatistical 
|«f|«iat4oii  for  this  study  was  the  approximately  S4,0lXi  hysban.i  and  wife  house- 
toida  is  i)#s  l^oises,  A  frofcability  sa!!!??!©  of  hcsuseholsis  sslected  for  study, 
^a^arids  were  interviewed  in  appro icifts* rely  cne-haif  ot  she  stousehciis  and  isives 
as  the  other  ®ie-“jiaif  o£  the  htniselvfjlds ,  tfl\etker  a  h.ysh^ttd  or  wife  was  tri 
irstervtewad  Is  a  household  was  sy5te®aticaljy  deternjined  bv'  research  design 
before  the  intemewer  went  to  the  household.  A  total  of  246  interviews  were 
cot^leted  dhiring  June  and  July  of 

UaaA|[  the  <^u6&ti0hs  based  os  tho  adoption  nsudel,  respondents  were  classi> 
fi*d  into  six  analytical  '^stages*'  of  adoption,  The  analytical  adoption  stages 
$ssi  t&e  percent  of  respondenti  in  each  stage  were  as  follows 

stage  I  approximately  13  percent  of  the  sample  respondents 
atated  they  were  not  aiKare  of  a  public  fallout  shelter  program,  (This  stage 

has  been  included  in  the  analysis  to  account  for  all  individuals  in  the  study 

saa|»le.) 

j^^^ctiaatiofi  approximately  IS  percent  of  the  respondents 

etated  they  were  aware,  or  vrere  aware  and  had  obtained  additional  infornation 
about  the  mrking  and  stocking  ixiblic  fallout  shelter  program.  (This  analytical 

Cdsbines  the  individuals  who  were  in  the  awareness  and  information  stages, 
TbiJt  was  done  because  only  a  snail  number  of  individuals,  2,4  per  ent  of  the 
mpondents,  n^re  in  the  awareness  stage.) 

Das  Heines  was  one  of  the  pilot  and  leading  cities  in  stocking  public 
faliokit  shelters  at  the  tine  of  the  research  study.  Based  on  OCD  data  as  of 
.hsly  25,  1363,  Oes  Hoines  had  stocked  74,827  shelter  spaces,  capable  to  shel¬ 
ter  over  23  perc^mt  of  its  population.  As  of  thit  date  only  18  of  the  215 
^andard  Ifetmooiiran  Areas  in  th-  United  States  had  stocked  space  for  more 
tnm  20  percent  of  tneir  1960  population.  And  only  three  Standard  Metropolitan 
A»m$  had  stocked  spaces  for  more  than  28  percent  of  their  1960  population. 

Oes  Moines  was  one  of  these  three. 


Evaluation  stage,  four  teen  percent  o*  the  respondents  were  in  this 

stage, 

(A  trial  stage  was  not  included  in  the  analysis  since  liccnsc-s  signed 
by  building  owners  do  not  allow  the  use  of  public  fallout  shelters  except  in 
d  Siuciear  attack.) 

4.  Adoption  type  1  -  Downtown  Adoption  Only  approxusately  19  peicent 
of  the  respondents  stated  they  would  use  a  public  fallout  shelter  if  they  were 
in  a  downtown  business  district  and  a  nuclear  attack  occurred,  but  they  stated 
they  would  not  go  to  a  public  fallout  shelter  if  they  were  at  home  with  their 
family  when  a  nuclear  attack  occurred. 

5.  Adoption  type  2  -  Home  Adoption,  So  Plan;  twenty-two  percent  of  the 
respondents  stated  they  had  made  the  decision  to  use  a  public  fallout  shelter 
if  they  were  at  home  with  their  family  and  an  attack  occurred,  but  they  stated 
they  did  not  have  a  specific  plan  of  the  steps  they  would  take  to  get  to  a 
public  fallout  shelter. 

6.  Adoption  type  5  -  Home  Adoption,  Plan :  approximately  17  percent  of 
the  respondents  stated  they  had  decided  tc  use  a  public  fallout  shelter  if 
they  were  at  home  with  their  family  when  an  attack  occurred  and  they  also 
stated  they  have  a  specific  plan  of  the  steps  they  would  take  to  get  to  a  public 
fallout  shelter. 

Thus  by  mid-1963  almost  90  percent  of  the  sample  respondents  stated  they 
were  aware  of  public  fallout  shelters.  And  approximately  17  percent  stated 
they:  (1)  had  decided  to  use  a  public  fallout  shelter  if  a  nuclear  attack 
occurred  while  they  were  at  home  with  their  family  and  (2)  had  a  plan  of  the 
steps  they  would  take  to  get  to  a  public  fallout  shelter  in  this  situation, 

Approximately  23  percent  of  the  respondents  said  they  became  aware  of 
public  fallout  shelters  during  the  last  six  months  of  1961.  Almost  40  percent 


of  thf  respondents  sa.id  ths>'  bcciae  A  public  falictjt  sheiters  during 

the  last  half  of  19t»2,  Approxiffiat«Iy  tVfo-thirds  of  the  respondents  who  said 
they  would  go  to  a  public  fallout  shelter  and  had  a  plan  to  get  to  it  sale 
they  ftad  decided  to  use  a  public  fallout  shelter  during  the  last  half  ot 

OBJHCTIvc  5;  RbLATiON  OF  FAaORS  TC  STA<IE  OF  A[K>PTION 
The  third  general  objective  of  t  ie  research  pr-esented  in  th<’  report  was 
to  determine  the  relationship  between  selected  demographic,  knowledge,  atti¬ 
tude,  and  inforsiatlon  variables  an  '  the  adoption  of  the  innovation  of  using 
public  fallout  shelters  if  there  iS  a  nuclear  attack.  This  objective  attempted 
to  provide  nnswers  to  questions  such  as:  what  arc  the  cb.aracteiistxcs  of 
people  in  each  stage  of  adoptiont  Oo  people  who  are  in  the  later  stages  of 
adoption  have  different  characteristics  (demographic,  knowledge,  attitudes, 
and  sources  of  information)  than  individuals  in  the  earlier  stages  of  adoption? 
Ibe  individuals  in  the  six  analytical  stages  of  adoption  delineated  above 
were  coiiiig?arci  on  selected  dewrgraphic,  knowledge,  attitude,  and  sources  of 
iafornation  variables  to  determine  relationships,  if  any,  by  stage  of  adoption. 
This  research  is  one  of  the  first  atte<gpts  to  determine  variables  which  are 
related  to  the  adoption  of  this  type  of  civil  defense  innovation.  Because  of 
its  eiq>loratory  nature,  a  large  number  of  variables  are  used  to  determine 
which  ones,  if  any,  are  related  to  stage  of  adoption  of  public  fallout  shelters. 
The  reader  should  exercise  caution  in  attributing  causal  effects  when  i  rela¬ 
tionship  is  stated.  A  statement  of  relationship  does  not  necessarily  mean  a 
causal  relationship.  Howeve:,  for  many  variables,  theory,  past  research,  or 
logical  derivations  do  suggest  a  logic  for  inferring  a  causal  relationship. 


PegQgraphic  variable^  and  at  age  of  adaption 

A  rnovledge  of  rhe  relationship  or  lack  cf  relaticr-.snip  between  a  demo- 
graphic  variable  and  stage  of  adostion  shouid  oe  helpful  to  c^vri  defersse 
change  agents.  Iltich  an  analysis  f^iakes  it  possible  fo;  the  change  agent  to 
develop  a  profile  ot  the  people  who  I'.ave  been  ftsitivated  to  adopt  civil  defense 
i Tj r»vV ^ 1. 1  vH i^nc:  1 50  "t*'  v’-rfip’S rc  wiiv-*  j.’Cwpic  cc?  cnci^w  vrnc  r.^-vc  TiGc  yee  DCttri 
ractivated  to  adopt  civil  defense  ideas-  These  data  n.ay  be  used  in  planning 
and  xinpienietiting  future  civil  defense  prcgiass  Tweive  dcEographic  variables 
are  related  to  stage  of  adviption,  Twv*)  of  the  twelve  deoiographic  variables, 
years  of  foriaal  educatior.  an-d  home  ovnership,  were  found  to  be  related  to 
stage  cf  adoption  when  fonsal  statistical  tests  were  used  as  the  decision 
criteria  of  relationship,  In  general  th.'se  nvore  ingliiy  educated  and  owning 
their  own  home  were  more  likely  to  have  adopted  the  idea  of  using  public  fall¬ 
out  shelters.  Three  other  variables  approached  a  statistically  significant 
relationship  level  (in  the  direction  of  a  positive  reiatiors.  ip ) .  These  were 
the  number  of  people  in  the  household  under  15  years  of  age,  active  Ciilitary 
service  of  husband,  and  membership  in  tiie  National  Guard,  A  weak  percentage 
trend  in  the  direction  of  a  positive  relationship  was  found  between  stage  of 
adoption  and  higher  family  income.  A  weak  percentage  trend  in  the  direction 
of  a  negative  relationship  was  found  between  stage  of  adoption  and  the 

respondent .  The  remaining  demographic  variables  had  no  apparent  percentage 
relationship  tc  stage  of  adoption:  total  number  of  people  in  household,  combat 
duty,  religious  preference,  political  orientation,  and  sex  of  the  respondent. 


When  one  analyses  the  42  respondents  in  the  Home  Adoption  Plan  stage  the 
fcllowirig  "profile”  of  the  "adopter"  is  ubiaineu,  Ligl-.i  out  of  ten  adopters" 
will  have  more  than  two  people  in  their  b.ousehold.  Seven  out  of  ten  "adopters" 


will  have  al  least  one  child  under  15  years  of  age,  Thie  "adopter"  is  younger 


s 


than  th*'  rest  of  the  adult  pcpuiatioa.  Two  out  of  three  ’'adopters’*  will  have 
had  sose  type  of  fonnal  training  beyond  high  school.  The  "adopter's”  fanily 
incoae  is  only  slightly  above  the  average  incoae.  Three  of  every  four  "adop¬ 
ters"  are  htaae  owners  or  in  the  process  of  buying  a  home  In  two  of  every 
three  "adopter"  hostes  the  husband  has  been  in  active  miiitary  duty.  One 
IViSband  in  five  has  been  in  c<»bat.  Approximateljr  one  husband  in  five  has 
been  a  sesber  of  the  .^tional  Guard. 

Knowiedee  variables  and  stage  of  adoption 

A  knowledge  of  the  relationship  between  an  individual's  kiwwledge  of 
civil  defense  and  his  siu^  of  public  fallout  shelter  adt^tion  should  sake 
it  possible  for  the  change  ag«Rt  to  develop  a  knowledge  profile  of  people 
who  have  adopted  civil  defense  innovations  and  to  cos^are  these  people  to 
those  who  have  not  yet  adopted  il  defense  innovations.  A  i^ber  of  types 
of  knowledge  were  found  to  be  statistically  related  to  stage  of  public  fall¬ 
out  shelter  adoption.  In  g«u»ral,  the  more  knowledge  an  individual  had 
about  civil  defense,  the  fartiier  along  he  was  in  his  adoption  process  with 
respect  to  public  fallout  shelters.  Four  knowledge  variables  found  to  be 
statistically  related  (in  a  positive  direction)  to  stage  of  adoption  are; 
knowledge  of  a  civil  defense  progran  in  the  United  States;  knowledge  of  a 
city  (local)  civil  defense  progran;  knowledge  of  the  local  civil  defense 
director;  and  technical  knowledge  about  fallout  shelter  and  nuclear  radiation. 
The  technical  knowledge  variable  consisted  of  nine  specific  knowledge  iteas, 
Iftien  each  cf  these  specific  knowledge  iten.s  was  conpared  to  stage  of  adoption, 
five  were  found  *-0  be  statistically  related  (in  a  positive  direction)  to 
stage  of  adoption.  These  five  iteos  are  an  individual’s  knowledge;  (1)  of  a 
person's  ability  to  survive  exposure  to  radiation;  (2)  that  radiation  is  not 


contagious;  (3)  that  you  can  filter  dust  out  of  the  air  to  make  the  air  safe 
to  breathe;  (4)  that  a  pill  will  not  protect  you  from  fallout,  and  (5)  that 
most  fallout  rapidly  loses  its  power  to  harm  people  The  other  four  knowledge 
items  had  no  apparent  relationship  to  stage  of  adoption.  These  knowl^-dgc 
items  are;  (1)  that  a  plastic  suit  with  filtering  mask  does  not  offer  pro¬ 
tection  from  fallout,  (2)  that  you  can  see  fallout,  (3)  that  shelters  do 
not  need  an  air-tight  door  to  protect  against  fallout,  and  (4)  that  fallout 
covers  tlwusands  of  square  miles, 

Attitude  variables  and  stage  of  adoption 

A  knowledge  of  the  relationship  or  lack  of  relationship  between  attitudes 
and  stag^  gf  adoption  should  help  civil  defense  change  agents  develop  an  atti¬ 
tude  profile  of  the  people  who  have  been  motivated  to  make  civil  defense  de¬ 
cisions  as  well  as  profiles  of  people  who  have  not  yet  been  motivated  to  make 
civil  defense  decisions.  It  may  also  aid  in  constructing  a  logical  rationale 
for  present  adoption  behavior  and  help  explain  non-adoptive  behavior.  These 
data  nay  also  be  of  use  in  planning  future  civil  defense  programs.  Thirty- 
five  different  attitude  variables  were  compared  to  stage  of  public  fallout 
shelter  adoption.  These  attitude  variables  were  categoriied  into  six  general 
attitude  areas. 

lire  first  attitude  area  was  r.he  individual's  perception  of  t^  situation 
in  which  he  is  making  his  civil  defense  decisions,  that  is,  his  perception  of 
threat  at  the  present  time.  Eight  attitude  variables  were  measured  in  this 
category.  Of  these  eight,  two  (timing  of  war  and  thermonuclear  war  means 
the  end  of  democracy)  had  a  strong  negative  relation  to  stage  of  adoption,  i.e. 


those  thinking  war  was  more  imminent  and  believing  most  strongly  thermonuclear 
war  means  the  end  of  democracy  were  least  likely  to  have  adopted  the  idea  of 


using  public  fallout  shelters.  Iwo  variables  (likelihood  of  war  and  likelihood 
of  local  eommuniiy  deatii  and  destruction  in  war)  had  a  minor  negative  relation¬ 
ship  to  stage  of  adoption,  i.e.,  a  larger  proportion  of  individuals  in  the 
earlier  stages  of  adoption  perceived  war  and  local  community  death  and  destruc¬ 
tion  being  more  likely.  The  variable  concern  about  fallout  had  a  slight  posi¬ 
tive  relationship  to  stage  of  adoption.  Tlie  remaining  three  variables  (like- 
liho'-d  of  conventional  war,  likelihood  of  war  escalation,  and  likelihood  of 
fallout  danger  in  the  local  community)  had  no  apparent  relationship  to  stage 
of  adoption. 

The  second  attitude  area  consisted  of  nine  variables  measuring  an  indi¬ 
vidual's  perception  of  the  innovation,  that  is,  fallout  shelters.  Five  of  the 
attitudes  were  highly  related  to  stage  of  adoption  when  formal  statistical  tests 
were  used  as  the  criteria  of  relationship-  in  general,  if  an  individual  per¬ 
ceived  that  fallout  shelters  wc’-c  like  insurance,  that  all  people  should  pay 
taxes  for  fallout  shelters,  and  that  a  city  sales  tax  was  needed  for  public 
shelters  he  was  more  likely  to  be  in  the  later  stages  of  adoption;  and  if  an 
individual  perceived  that  we  should  not  abandon  a  fallout  shelter  program  and 
that  shelter  measures  are  not  obsolete  he  was  m-re  likely  to  be  in  the  later 
stages  of  adoption.  Two  attitudes  indicated  a  slight  relationship  to  stage 
of  adoption:  in  general,  if  an  individual  perceived  fallout  shelters  were 
desirable  he  was  more  likely  to  be  in  the  later  adoption  stages;  and  if  an 
individual  perceived  highway  construction  should  not  bt  curtailed  for  civil 
defense  he  was  more  likely  in  the  later  stages  of  adoption.  Two  attitudes 
(a  public  shelter  program  is  worth  its  cost  and  future  school s  should  have 
public  fallout  shelters)  had  no  rpparent  relationship  to  stage  of  adoption. 

The  third  attitude  area  was  an  ir.di\'’idual '  s  perception  of  the  adequacy 
of  civil  defense.  Two  attitude  variables  were  measured.  Individuals  in  the 
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Xat«r  stages  of  adoption  asoro  often  perceived  the  local  (city)  civil  defense 
prograa  as  adequate.  Individual  perceptions  of  the  adequacy  of  the  total 
(United  States)  civil  defense  progran  had  no  apparent  relationship  to  stage 
of  adoption. 

The  fourth  attitude  area  consisted  of  fcmr  variables  b'easuring  an  indi> 
vidual*s  perception  of  the  gqyer*^nt*S  role  irt  Civil  der^nae.  There  was  no 
apparent  relationship  between  any  of  the  four  attitudes  measured  and  stage 
of  public  fallout  shelter  adoption.  The  four  attitudes  were:  Govemewnt 
should  require  people  to  prepare  for  £  micl^r  attack,  federal  govemaent 
should  increasa  civil  defense  activities^  Civil  defense  should  be  handled 
by  the  military,  and  government  action  indicated  the  need  for  civil  defense. 

The  fifth  attitude  area  measured  an  individual's  perceptions  of  some 
gwwsrml  civil  defense  idmas.  Two  of  the  attitudes  were  statistically  related 
to  stage  of  adoption:  in  general  if  individuals  believed  civil  defense  was  a 
wmatt  of  time  and  money  they  were  more  likely  to  be  in  the  early  stages  of 
adoption  and  if  they  believed  they  had  a  community  responsibility  for  civil 
defmise  they  were  more  likely  to  be  in  the  later  stages  of  adopti<m.  One 
attitude  had  a  sligh::  relation  to  stage  of  adoption:  individuals  in  the  later 
stages  of  adoption  were  slightly  more  favorable  to  the  idea  of  encouraging 
their  Congressmen  to  support  civil  defense.  Two  of  the  general  civil  defense 
attitudes,  that  civil  defense  encourages  people  to  wage  war  and  that  civil 
defense  in  the  United  States  has  been  too  neglected,  had  no  ^parent  relation¬ 
ship  to  stage  of  adoption. 

The  siath  attitude  area  measured  an  individual's  perception  of  our  gov¬ 
ernment's  policy  concerning  the  use  of  nuclear  weapons  in  seven  decision 
situations.  In  four  of  the  seven  decision  situations  individuals  in  the  early 
adoption  atagea  were  more  prone  to  use  nuclear  weapons  than  individuals  in 
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the  latter  stages  of  adaption.  In  the  other  three  decision  situations  there 
were  no  apparent  difiercnces  among  adoption  stages. 

Sources  of  information  and  stage  of  adoption 

A  knowledge  of  the  relationship  between  sources  of  civil  defense  informa¬ 
tion  and  stage  of  adoption  should  be  helpful  to  civil  defense  change  agents 
when  evaluating  present  and  planning  future  maso  media  and  other  public 
education  programs.  Following  is  a  list  of  findings  pertaining  to  sources 
of  civil  defense  information. 

1.  Television  news  and  television  special  programs,  and  daily  or  weekly 
newspapers  were  the  most  frequently  named  sources  of  civil  defense  informa¬ 
tion,  followed  by  radio  news  and  radio  special  programs,  and  booklets  and 
pamphlets  put  out  l)y  the  'iffice  of  Civil  Defense, 

2.  Television  news  and  television  special  programs  were  ranked  as  the 
most  useful  source  of  civil  defense  information. 

.3.  Individuals  in  the  latter  stages  of  adoption  indicated  they  had 
received  civil  defense  information  from  more  information  sources  than  did 
individuals  in  the  earlier  stages  of  adoption, 

4.  More  individ'iais  in  the  latter  stages  of  adoption  indicated  the  use 
of  government  sources  of  information  than  did  individuals  in  the  earlier 
stages  of  adoption, 

5.  Almost  all  the  individuals  in  each  adoption  stage  obtained  informa¬ 
tion  from  at  least  one  mass  media  source  of  information. 

6.  A  slightly  larger  number  of  individuals  in  the  latter  stages  of 

ad  ption  received  information  about  civil  defense  in  informal  communication 
situations  than  did  individuals  in  the  earlier  stages  of  adoption. 

7.  (Inly  a  small  number  of  individuals  in  each  adoption  stage  received 
information  from  commercial  information  sources. 
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8.  Over  two- thirds  of  the  individuels  in  the  study  indicated  a  mass 
a»dis  source  of  civil  defense  as  the  aost  useful  scmrce  to  hin. 

9.  More  individuals  in  the  later  stages  of  adoption  indicated  using 
personal  sources  of  infomation  than  did  individuals  in  the  earlier  stages 
of  adoption. 

10.  Over  80  percent  of  the  indiviAials  in  each  stage  of  adoption  indi¬ 
cated  that  ii^rsonal  sources  of  civil  defense  inforoation  were  aost  useful 
to  then. 

11.  More  individuals  In  the  latct  stages  of  adoption  stated  they  used 
technologically  cooqietent  sources  of  infomation  C&s  measured  in  this  study) 
than  did  individuals  in  the  earlier  stages  of  adoption. 

12.  Individuals  in  the  later  stages  of  adoption  said  they  used  aore 
technologically  competent  sources  of  infomation  about  civil  defense  (as 
measured  in  this  study)  than  did  individuals  in  the  early  stages  of  adoption. 

13.  Having  actively  sought  inforoation  about  civil  defense  is  not  statis¬ 
tically  related  to  stage  of  adoption.  However,  more  individuals  in  the  latter 
stages  of  adoption  stated  th<JY  had  sought  civil  defense  infomation  than  did 
individuals  in  the  earlier  stages  of  adoption. 

14.  Tbe  feeling  that  one  has  adequate  infomation  on  what  to  do  in  case 
of  nuclear  attack  is  statistically  related  to  stage  of  public  fallout  shelter 
adoption.  More  individuals  in  the  niddle  and  latter  adoption  stages  believe 
they  have  adequate  infomation  than  do  individuals  in  the  earlier  adoption 
stages. 

The  above  data  provide  a  profile  of  the  individuals  in  the  later  stages 
of  public  :...Uout  shelter  adoptiem  as  well  as  those  in  the  earlier  adoption 
stages.  These  data  nay  be  used  by  OCD  in  planning  and  iaplenenting  future 
civil  defense  programs.  One  concern  of  OCD  is  to  have  people  who  huve  wot  yet 


iailout  shelters  to  adopt  the  idea  of  using 


i.Jopted  the  ihca  oi  u^jing  nublie 
tiicn.  At  whai  rate  my  injividuais  in  the  early  adoption  stages  be  expected, 
if  at  ail,  to  adopt  the  idea  of  using  public  fallout  shelters?  Another 
concern  of  UCU  nay  be  the  extent  to  which  the  adoption  of  this  idea  will 
persist  in  tiic  nur.d  oi  an  individual  over  t  /r.e-  As  was  stated  above  the 
adoption  oi  the  idea  of  using  public  fallout  shelters  nay  be  perceived 
as  synbolic  adoption,  will  sone  people  who  are  adopters  at  this  point  in 
time  become  non-adopters  at  a  future  point  in  tine?  What  will  the  adoption 
stage  profiles  be  if  this  occurs?  There  is  a  need  for  a  periodic  assessment 
of  people's  idea  adoption  st  trends  and  patterns  of  symbolic  adoption  may 
be  delineated  and  analysed. 


